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" bourgeois bloc " government, proved how precarious was the power of any government that did not comply with the conditions described. It began with Hindenburg and Muller, the Social Democratic Chancellor,1 jointly preventing the Catholic Centre from being represented by Wirth, an avowed Democrat, and with the enforcement on the Social Democratic Party of the humiliation of introducing the bill for building pocket-battleships, opposition to which had been one of the main planks of their platform in the preceding electoral struggle. In December of the same year the Government was forced to alter, in the employers' favour, the terms of a decision of the Wages Tribunal, because they had declined to submit and had locked out the workers, although the Government had declared the award legally binding.2 On May i, the Social Democratic Police President of Berlirx was to prohibit the traditional celebrations and to shoot the demonstrating workers, a measure which the bourgeois bloc had cleverly avoided when in power. In December 1929 an ultimatum of Schacht, speaking in the name of high finance, removed Hilferding, the Finance Minister, against the expressed will of the parliamentary majority- This was the prelude to the ultimatum that in the following spring forced upon the Social Democrats the choice between opposing the Trade Unions on the question of unemployment benefit and leaving the " reins of government" to the right-wing Catholic, Bruning, and his master Hindenburg. But later the Social Democrats supported Briimng and Hindenburg asC<1 lesser evils " in comparison with Hindenburg's later nominee. Hitler,
State policy towards such federal developments had lost much of thft sharp antagonism characteristic of the years igso-s,3 although there was quite a remarkable difference between the complexions of the various State governments. In Prussia, Baden, Hesse, and the Hanse cities there were, during virtually the whole period, governments of the cc Great" Coalition, ranging from right-wing Social Democrats to right-wing National Liberals. It was the same combination that had governed the
1 See Stampfer, op. cit., p. 472.
a Stainpfer (op. tit., p. 490), a defender of these policies, describes the atmosphere very interestingly when he declares that the alternative was " to go the way of Revolution ** by transferring the North-Western steel industries (where the conflict arose) to the state.           *
^ s In 1919, with the exception of a few Northern left-wing governments, political coincidence had been the general rule, and in most of the States, as in the Federation, the "Weimar Coalition" (right-wing Socialists, Catholics, Democrats) was at the helm.